
August 10, 1999

Greater Saint Paul

Building Owners &
Managers Association
W-2950 RRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING. 332 MINNESOTA STREET
SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55101-1379· PHONE: (651) 291.8888· FAX: (651) 291.1031
WEB SITE: www.bomastpaul.org

RECEIVED

AUG 131999

FCC rvj.jj~J LROOM

DOCKET ALE COpy ORIGINAL

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Southwest TW-A325
Washington D.C. 20544

RE: Promotion of Competitive Networks in Local Telecommunications Market WT Doc. No.
99-21J;,-Implementation ofthe Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications
Act of 1996 CC Doc. No. 96-98

Dear Ms. Salas,

On behalfof the Greater S1. Paul Association ofBuilding Owners and Managers (BOMA) I
would appreciate it ifyou would have the following comments entered into the record ofthe above
captioned matter. These comments are in response to the FCC's Notice of Proposed Rule Making
Released on July 7, 1999, regarding forced access to buildings. Enclosed please find six (6)
copies of this letter in addition to this original.

The Greater S1. Paul Association ofBuilding Owners and Mangers (BOMA) is concerned that
action in any form taken by the FCC regarding access to private property by large numbers of
communications companies can and will adversely effect the conduct ofour business and may
needlessly raise additional legal questions.

S1. Paul BOMA represents over 14 million square feet of commercial and industrial space,
consisting ofmulti-tenant buildings, corporate headquarters, as well as government space. In
reviewing the content ofthe FCC's notice, we are ofthe opinion that the FCC does not need to
mandate access. We are in the business of tenant satisfaction, and in-turn are doing everything we
can to satisfy our tenants demands and needs as it relates to access for telecommunications.

In particular, we are of the opinion that there is no such thing as non-discriminatory access. In the
City of S1. Paul we are well aware of providers that are anxious to do business with our members,
but limited space within buildings necessitates that some not all will be able to provide and install
facilities within our buildings.

Of prime importance to our building members is the fact that owners must have control over space
occupied by providers. Further, owners have a legal responsibility for their tenants safety, as well
as those who have ingress and egress to their facilities.
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Given the nature ofthe buildings represented by St. Paul BOMA, I find that you have not taken
into consideration the differences that exist in office, residential and shopping center properties.
There are significant differences that make the "one size fits all" regulatory regime unacceptable.
One must take into consideration the size of the property, whether it is single purpose or multi
tenant, and how it is being positioned within our city. Further, it was interesting to note that in
your definition of discrimination, you did not talk about discrimination that may be brought
forward by carriers of service, who in some cases have cherry picked the buildings and tenants
that will best serve their needs.

Finally, I submit that the buildings within our membership are well aware ofthe competitive
nature of this industry and have taken the time to learn, understand and implement services
focusing on telecommunications. I believe that the key word is competition. I am also ofthe
opinion that there is no need today nor in the future for government involvement.

In conclusion, the Greater 8t. Paul Association ofBuilding Owners and Managers (BOMA)
respectfully urges that the FCC consider carefully any action that it may take. Thank you for the
opportunity of sharing our concerns with you.

Sincerely,

~~
William A. Buth
President
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Encl. (6 copies)


